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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . An amendment was received on 1 5 September 2004. No claims have been 
amended, added, or canceled. Claims 1-101 are currently pending in the present 
application. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 1 5 September 2004 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Applicant traverses the rejection of Claims 1-101 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Lloyd et al, US Patent 6219790, and argues that the claims are not 
anticipated by Lloyd. 

Applicant argues that Lloyd does not anticipate the limitation of a gateway device 
including an authenticator that authenticates the identity of a service provider and a 
device. However, the Examiner believes that Lloyd does indeed disclose a gateway 
device that includes an authenticator that authenticates the identity of a device (see 
column 3, lines 23-30, as previously cited, where the user of a device is authenticated; 
see also column 5, lines 47-51, where an authentication request also includes device 
identifying information) and a service provider (see, for example, column 4, lines 15-21 , 
and column 5, lines 5-16). 
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Applicant argues that Lloyd does not anticipate the limitation of a gateway device 
that includes an access authorizer that permits a service provider to interact with a 
device. However, the Examiner believes that Lloyd does indeed disclose an access 
authorizer that permits interaction between a service provider and a device (column 12, 
lines 8-15, where authorization is determined based on the presence of a permit, noting 
column 1 1 , lines 16-23, where the permit determines whether a user is authorized to 
access a requested service). 

Applicant argues that Lloyd does not anticipate the limitation of an activity 
manager that manages the activities occurring between the service provider and the 
device. However, the Examiner believes that the cited section of Lloyd, column 13, 
lines 2-21, does indeed disclose managing activities between the service provider and 
device. Specifically, information is stored regarding session establishment and 
termination and time using a service; information and reports regarding many purposes, 
including but not limited to accounting, are provided. 

Applicant argues that Lloyd does not anticipate the limitation of a request handler 
that receives activity requests from the service provider and the device. However, 
Applicant also states that the cited portion of Lloyd, column 5, lines 59-64, relates to 
receiving an authentication request to validate a user request; the Examiner believes 
that this does indeed constitute receiving an activity request. The Examiner further 
notes that Lloyd discloses users requesting access to services (column 5, lines 5-6). 

Applicant argues that Lloyd does not anticipate the limitation of a data format 
translator that translates the format of data transmitted and received by the service 
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provider and the device during activities. However, Applicant also states that the cited 
portion of Lloyd, column 3, lines 8-9, relates to translation of client requests into an 
internal format; the Examiner believes that this does indeed constitute translating the 
format of data. Further, the Examiner notes that Lloyd specifically discloses using an 
internal standard format for requests and responses (column 6, lines 56-60) and 
translating incoming requests and outgoing responses between the internal format and 
various external formats (column 6, line 64-column 7, line 12). 

Applicant argues that Lloyd does not anticipate the limitation of a system for 
securely providing services between a first site and a second site including an appliance 
in a first network at the first site and a service provider in a second network at the 
second site. However, the Examiner believes that Lloyd does indeed disclose an 
appliance in a first network (column 5, lines 38-40; Figure 1 , workstation 128) and a 
service provider in a second network (column 4, lines 15-21; Figure 1, elements 110, 
114, 116, for example). 

Therefore, for the above reasons, the Examiner maintains the rejection as set 
forth below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-101 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Lloyd et al, 
US Patent 6219790. 

In reference to Claim 1, Lloyd discloses a gateway device including an 
authenticator (column 3, lines 23-30; column 4, lines 15-21; column 5, lines 5-16), an 
access authorizer (column 3, lines 31-34; column 12 f lines 8-15, noting column 11, lines 
16-23), and an activity manager (column 4, lines 48-50; column 13, lines 2-21). 

In reference to Claim 10, Lloyd discloses a gateway device including an 
authenticator (column 3, lines 23-30; column 4, lines 15-21; column 5, lines 5-16), an 
access authorizer (column 3, lines 31-34; column 12, lines 8-15, noting column 11, lines 
16-23), and an activity manager (column 4, lines 48-50; column 13, lines 2-21). 

In reference to Claim 19, Lloyd discloses a gateway device including a request 
handler (column 5, lines 59-64), an authenticator (column 3, lines 23-30; column 4, lines 
15-21; column 5, lines 5-16), an access authorizer (column 3, lines 31-34; column 12, 
lines 8-15, noting column 11, lines 16-23), an activity manager (column 4, lines 48-50; 
column 13, lines 2-21), and a response component (column 10, lines 25-29; column 5, 
lines 29-37). 

In reference to Claim 26, Lloyd discloses a gateway device including a request 
handler (column 5, lines 59-64), an authenticator (column 3, lines 23-30; column 4, lines 
15-21; column 5, lines 5-16), an access authorizer (column 3, lines 31-34; column 12, 
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lines 8-15, noting column 11, lines 16-23), an activity manager (column 4, lines 48-50; 
column 13, lines 2-21), a data format translator (column 3, lines 8-9; column 6, lines 56- 
60), and a response component (column 10, lines 25-29; column 5, lines 29-37). 

In reference to Claim 27, Lloyd discloses a gateway device including means for 
authenticating the identities of the service provider and device (column 3, lines 23-30; 
column 4, lines 15-21; column 5, lines 5-16), means for permitting the service provider 
to interact with the device (column 3, lines 31-34; column 12, lines 8-15, noting column 
1 1 , lines 16-23), and means for managing activities between the service provider and 
device (column 4, lines 48-50; column 13, lines 2-21). 

In reference to Claim 36, Lloyd discloses a system including at least one 
appliance in a first network (Figure 1, workstation 128; column 5, lines 38-40); a service 
provider in a second network (Figure 1 , elements 110, 114, 1 16, for example; column 4, 
lines 15-21); and a gateway device including an authenticator (column 3, lines 23-30; 
column 4, lines 15-21; column 5, lines 5-16), an access authorizer (column 3, lines 31- 
34; column 12, lines 8-15, noting column 11, lines 16-23), and a service manager 
(column 4, lines 48-50; column 13, lines 2-21). 

In reference to Claim 45, Lloyd discloses a system including at least one device 
in a first network (Figure 1, workstation 128; column 5, lines 38-40); a service provider 
in a second network (Figure 1, elements 110, 114, 116, for example; column 4, lines 15- 
21); and a gateway device including an authenticator (column 3, lines 23-30; column 4, 
lines 15-21; column 5, lines 5-16), an access authorizer (column 3, lines 31-34; column 
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12, lines 8-15, noting column 11, lines 16-23), and an activity manager (column 4, lines 
48-50; column 13, lines 2-21). 

Claim 54 is directed to a method corresponding substantially to the device of 
Claim 1 , and is rejected by a similar rationale. 

Claim 62 is directed to a method corresponding substantially to the device of 
Claim 10, and is rejected by a similar rationale. 

Claim 70 is directed to a method corresponding substantially to the device of 
Claim 19, and is rejected by a similar rationale. 

Claim 76 is directed to a method corresponding substantially to the system of 
Claim 36, and is rejected by a similar rationale. 

Claim 84 is directed to a method corresponding substantially to the system of 
Claim 45, and is rejected by a similar rationale. 

Claim 92 is directed to a software implementation of the device of Claim 1 
performing the method of Claim 54, and is rejected by a similar rationale. Further, Lloyd 
discloses that the device and method may be implemented in hardware, software, or a 
combination of the two (column 13, lines 22-25). 

Claim 100 is directed to a software implementation of the device of Claim 10 
performing the method of Claim 62, and is rejected by a similar rationale. Further, Lloyd 
discloses that the device and method may be implemented in hardware, software, or a 
combination of the two (column 13, lines 22-25). 
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Claim 101 is directed to a software implementation of the device of Claim 19 
performing the method of Claim 70, and is rejected by a similar rationale. Further, Lloyd 
discloses that the device and method may be implemented in hardware, software, or a 
combination of the two (column 13, lines 22-25). 

In reference to Claims 2,11, 20, 28, 37, and 46, Lloyd further discloses a digital 
signature identifying the gateway device (column 6, lines 26-30). 

In reference to Claims 3, 12, 21, 29, 38, 47, 55, 63, 71, 77, 85, and 93, Lloyd 
further discloses a digital signal verifier (column 6, lines 6-10). 

In reference to Claims 4, 13, 22, 30, 39, 48, 56, 64, 72, 78, 86, and 94, Lloyd 
further discloses a cryptographic component (column 5, lines 52-64). 

In reference to Claims 5, 14, 23, 31 , 40, 49, 57, 65, 73, 79, 87, and 95, Lloyd 
further discloses specifying permitted activities (column 6, lines 17-21). 

In reference to Claims 6, 15, 32, 41, 50, 58, 66, 80, 88, and 96, Lloyd further 
discloses a request handler (column 5, lines 59-64). 

In reference to Claims 7, 16, 33, 42, 51, 59, 67, 81, 89, and 97, Lloyd further 
discloses a response component (column 10, lines 25-29; column 5, lines 29-37). 

In reference to Claims 8, 17, 24, 34, 43, 52, 60, 68, 74, 82, 90, and 98, Lloyd 
further discloses a data format translator (column 3, lines 8-9; column 6, lines 56-60). 

In reference to Claims 9, 18, 25, 35, 44, 53, 61, 69, 75, 83, 91, and 99, Lloyd 
further discloses a network protocol translator (column 2, lines 58-67). 



Application/Control Number: 09/741,251 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2137 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE ' 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Zachary A Davis whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
3870. The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays 8:30-6:00, alternate 
Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571 ) 272-3868. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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